
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MUR624S ) CASE CLOSURE UNDER THE
6 VOLUNTEER POLITICAL ACTION ) ENFORCEMENT PRIORITY
7 COMMITTEE AND D AWN PERKERSON, ) SYSTEM
8 AS TREASURER )
9 GEORGE T.FARRELL )

10 HONORABLE WILLIAM R FRIST )
11
12 fiENKRAL OOUNSlCT.'g EXPORT

wi
w 13 Under the Enforcement Priority System, matters that are low-rated
ST
~| 14 : are forwarded to
*r
<3 15 the Commission with a recommendation for dismissal. The Commission has determined that ,

5 16 pursuing low-rated matters, compared to other higher-rated matters on the Enforcement docket,
***!

17 warrants the exercise of its proaecutorial discretion ID dismiss these cases. The Office of General

18 Counsel soared MUR 6245 as a low-rated matter.

19 In this matter, the complainant, Veatrice A. Fandl, states that while 'tjoogUng*' herself in

20 November 2009, she discovered that a $5,000 contribution had been made in her name on October

21 24, 20051 to the Volunteer Political Action Committee and Dawn Pokerson, in her official capacity

22 as treasurer ("VOL PAC" or "the Committee")* a multicandidate political action committee

23 established by then-Senator William H. Frist, MJ5. The complainant asserts that she has never made

24 a contribution to VOL PAC and did not sign the contribution check, which was allegedly drawn on

25 an accou"? that she had held jointly with her estranged husband, George T. Farrell.* Hierefbre, the

26

Although DC coinpUHHt ststsi die couulbudoo was msds ID 2004, IDC GommittDe i disdosufc lepot'ls and moscQUBot
wkb the oonplsiimc cuufiiin dwt Ifafi oonvct y0v is "2005.**

2 According to the compWi»i,I^.F«dI,fh)m whom ite
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1 complauwntmtmta^

2 In addition, the complainam states that she contact

3 a refund She states mat she wu informed by sniix^

4 Personal Assistant to Senator Wimam R Frist, MJ).,W that Ms. Wimamsliad (Uscussed Ac r«^

5 request with Dr. Frist, but (hat VOL P AC was unable to refi^ the contnl>ufrm because it had

6 tcnninated and had no funds •
0*
KI 7 In response, fbimer Senator Final requests that the FEC dose this msiter for the following
Nl

*J 8 reasons: the refund request was not reed vediintU No vemte

<qr 9 tenninated since August 2009 and has no funds; punuant to FI£ requirements, VOL PAC only

O 10 retained its reconis for tfaieeyea^and^iherefbi^do^
O
^ 11 pinported(»ntnT>ution in October 2005; aolha^

12 contribution was made, VOLP ̂ AC would not have accepted it %nder any cin^mistince8.>>5

13 According to Commission rtconls, VOLP AC filed a repc^OT July 3 1,2009, whic

14 thatithadnofundsandieqiiestedpennissiontotennn^^ On August 5, 2009, several months

15 before trie conmlamt was filed, me CominitteewuaUowed to tennm^

16 It is unlikely that the use of compulsory process wiU be able to con^

17 George FaireU, who did not reply to oiecomplamt, and who apparel

18 answer the aUegations set forth m the complaint. Furthennore, respondent VOL PAC has

I
Mr.FHrenifeiKMiTOLPACftiiidnte

tondtrw,punwntto2U.S.C.
1441a(aXlXQ: Mr. FtareD wrote two $5,000 diodes inrtetd, 000 afwUdiWMdnwnoiimwcoiintNlelyowDedby

Î *M ^B^M^B^M ^^n 4BBA ^^^B^^J^V^ J«tJH^ AdMMM^^A A^ ^^J^J^^U ̂ ^ .̂M .̂.«—. •l^^^t^^fl L^M ̂ HJ^^V^ ^^B^^^M!>• utawa go MB tunnj • pmm •4HHIIU, •> wiHBP OB •UBgPOiy iipBBO loi wnD innnD
tori

4 PrewiMbly,Dr.Fri«iirefcnli«to2US.CJ432(d)winCFRH 102 (̂c) and 104.14(bX3). which require
•MkSvftiM^f tfMMHHHMM^^IA fck MM^^Bl̂ MBIM V^MWMHS^ fl^BMSlMMM^^Bl 4Hh sHa^Sa1 vblflMHMAl tfU^HvL^^B^i^ •^MUWfv 4ft^V JllB l̂̂  V^^MM B^^^^ ^^Mtttft •̂ •M^B^ VM

fflod.
s

2010.
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1 property terniinated and reportecUy has no njnds. Accordingly, in light of the time that has passed

2 since the contribution at issue, the fact that one of the respondents is living abioad, and another

3 respondent has terminated with the Commission, and in totherantt
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4 and pending on the Enforcement the Office of General

Counsel believes that the Commission should exercise its prosecutorial discretion and dismiss the

matter. See Heckler v. Chaney, 470 U.S. 821 (1985).

REfflMEflfrmATIONS

The Office of General Counsel recommends that the Commission dismiss MUR 6245, close

the file, arid approve me appropriate letters.

Thomai .P.Duncan
General Counsel

BY:

Special
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ft F-e£iiil AdTniniftntfiy
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Attorney
Complaints Examination
ft i-ggal Administntion


